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Balance of results

Federal level:

® The 2024 election consolidated the realignment of the party system
that began in 2018. A hegemonic party system of an uncertain
duration is being created and the three parties of the so-called
Mexican transition to democracy are displaced from the center of the
electoral map.

° Morena, Partido Verde (PVEM), and Movimiento Ciudadano won
more votes in most states than they did in 2018; in contrast, PAN lost
votes in 26 states and PRI in 31. PRD lost registration by failing to
reach the threshold of three percent of the national vote.

® Claudia Sheinbaum became the first female president of Mexico and
North America. With her victory, she got the largest number of votes
in the history of the country and the widest victory margin.

®  Sheinbaum received majorities in all entities of the country (except
Aguascalientes) and in most economic and educational levels of the
electorate. There is no cleavage in this election: Neither regional as in
2006 (when the country split into North-South) nor socioeconomic
(as was slightly the case in 2018). Sheinbaum gave an upward push to
all of Morena’s candidacies. She won more votes than her coalition’s
congressional candidacies (approximately five points).
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° In contrast, Xéchitl Galvez received almost one million fewer votes
than her coalition for Congress. More voters cast their votes for
opposition parties than for their presidential candidate.

° Morena’s cross-vote (the president-deputies vote difference) fell

from 7.2 percentage points in 2018 to 4.7 in 2024, that is, the
strategy of mass voting in favor of continuity worked.

“integralia




Balance of results

® The Green Party (PVEM) emerged as a relevant player thanks to its
(temporary) alliance with Morena. It will be the second force in the
Chamber of Deputies and is getting stronger in some states, notably
in San Luis Potosi. Movimiento Ciudadano also won more votes
although, as a result of competing alone, it only won one seat in the
Chamber of Deputies and lost the its seat in the Senate for the state
of Jalisco, as well as the emblematic city of Monterrey.

® Despite the overwhelming triumph of the ruling party, the total of
votes obtained by each coalition in the Chamber of Deputies seems
more balanced: 54% for Morena and allies and 46% for the other
political forces. However, it is likely that the ruling party will be able
to obtain about 74% of the seats of the lower house, an abrupt
distortion of representation caused by current electoral laws that
does not reflect the political reality of the parties and coalitions.

® The much-discussed hypothesis that a larger turnout rate would
benefit the opposition was partly verified. Indeed, PAN won more
votes in electoral sections (the smallest geographic unit) with the
highest electoral turnout. In contrast, Morena got fewer votes in
sections with very high turnout, but their volumes of votes in all
social strata are enormous. In addition, the call to vote made by
various civil and business organizations did not resonate: the turnout
rate fell from 63.4% in 2018 to 61.04% this year.
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Local level:

e  The Morena-PVEM-PT coalition won the governorship races in seven
of the nine entities in dispute, accumulating 23 governors, as well as
the head of government of the CDMX (24 in total). It will govern
77.2% of the population at the state level.

e PAN and their allies only retained Guanajuato and MC retained
Jalisco.
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Balance of results

®  There will be little counterweight at the local level. Morena and
their allies reached the majority in 27 local congresses.

® Capital cities become a refuge for the opposition. The
PAN-PRI-PRD coalition will govern 17 capitals (up from 14), while
Morena and allies increase their number from 12 to 14.

e At the local level, Claudia Sheinbaum showed superior performance
in opposition strongholds such as Nuevo Leén and Yucatan. Many
voters cast their votes for deputies and senators of MC and PAN,
respectively, but for Sheinbaum for president. In contrast, Xéchitl
Galvez received less support in Yucatan, Querétaro and Coahuila,
while Jorge Alvarez Maynez lost more votes in Jalisco, Campeche
and Nuevo Ledn.

® The cross-vote between presidency and governorships was

accentuated in some entities. Considering the results available by
coalition, in Morelos the difference in votes between the presidential
candidate and the candidate for governor of Morena was 29.7 points.
In contrast, in Veracruz, Puebla, and Yucatan, PRI and PAN governor
candidates won more votes than their presidential candidate. While
Sheinbaum pulled the vote in favor of Morena’s candidacies at the
local level, Galvez did not.
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. Results of the federal elections

Presidency
Range of rapid count results m District count (final)

Claudia Sheinbaum 58.3% 60.7% 59.4% 59.8%
Xochitl Galvez 26.6% 28.6% 27.9% 27.5%
9.9% 10.8% 10.4% 10.3%

Deputations

Party Range of rapid count results District count (final)

) l

11.1% 12% 11% 10.9%
8.1% 9.1% 8.3% 8.4%
5.3% 6.1% 5.4% 5.5%
2.4% 3.1% 2.5% 2.4%
Independent 0.0% 0.9% 0.1% 0.1%

Senatorial seats

Range of rapid count results District count (final)

R
10.9% 12.0% 10.9% 10.9%
8.6% 9.8% 8.8% 8.9%
5.3% 6.5% 5.4% 5.4%
2.0% 27% 2.3% 2.3%
Independent 0.0% 0.9% 0.1% 0.1%

Source: Fast Counts, PREP, and District Computing by the INE. : -integ ralia



. Victory margin and citizen turnout, 1994-2024

Difference between the two leading candidates

19,421,822
17,503,363
8,034,810
3,329,785
2,409,918
243,934
22.77 m e 30.92 32.3

2012 2018 2024

1994 2000 2006
B Diferencia en votos [ Diferencia en puntos porcentuales

Source: In-house analysis with information from INE and UNAM.

Turnout rate, %

77.20
I 6400 6310 6340 oo
1994 2000 2006 2012 2018 2024

Source: In-house analysis with information from INE. 5
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. Citizen turnout

Participation rate by state, 2024

I States with election of governor

Yuc 72.7
TLAX 71
CDMX 70.3
PUE 66
COAH 65.8
MEX 64.8
HGO 64.7
CAMP 64.6
QRO 64
MOR 63.7
CHIS 62.6
SLP 62.4
TAB 61.4
Promedio nacional
ZAC 60.8
AGS 60.6
0AX 60.5
VER 60.3
coL 59
GRO 58.5
JAL 58.3
NL 57.3
GTO 57
TAM 57
NAY 56.8
Q.ROO 56.6
SIN 56.2
MICH 55.8
DGO 55.5
BCS 55.4
CHIH 53.2
SON 51.1
BC 48.7

Source: In-house analysis with district calculations 2024 of the INE.

Turnout fell by 26 entities compared to 2018 7% 7%
3%
1% 1%
0%
T1LLL L.
- 1970-5%
-2% -2% -2% "1 %
o -3% -2%
-4% -3% "3% 3% 740
-5% -5% -5% ">
97-9%-8%-8%-8%-8%-8%'7%'7%'76
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[ Elected governor in 2024
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R38EEEFEERRFLE I35 a3388232¢885 3
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Source: In-house analysis with district calculations 2024 of the INE. 6
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. As turnout increased, Morena received a lower proportion of the

vote, but the volume of votes they received in sections with lower

turnout is enormous; the case of PVEM is the reverse: they

received more votes in sections with higher participation rates,
but their volume is small

Each point represents one of the 70,753 electoral sections of the country

2018 2021 2024

Percentage of vote

Turnout rate

Source: In-house analysis with district calculations 2018. 2021 and 2024 of the INE.

Note: This analysis compares the proportions of votes obtained by each party in each section, in the federal
deputy elections of 2018, 2021 and 2024.

s (VAT e[ K[ 7010 E The X axis shows the turnout rate in each section and Y axis represents the % of votes received by
each party in the sections it won. Each point represents the behavior of each of the electoral sections. 7
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. PAN received more votes in sections with higher turnout; PRI
has a similar effect but of smaller magnitude.

Each point represents one of the 70.753 electoral sections of the country

2018 2021 2024
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Turnout rate
Source: In-house analysis with district calculations 2018. 2021 and 2024 of the INE.

Note: This analysis compares the proportions of votes obtained by each party in each section, in the federal
deputy elections of 2018, 2021 and 2024.




The Morena tsunami began in 2018; in 2024 it was the party with the
highest increase in voting, although in nine entities their vote
decreased compared to 2018

Federal Deputies

Proportion of votes for Deputies in
2024, ordered by Morena
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PVEM and MC are the only parties that won support in all states. San
Luis Potosi is the new bastion of the

Federal Deputies

Gains and losses of the PVEM between

Proportion of votes for deputies in
2018 and 2024

2024, ordered by the PVEM
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Source: In-house analysis with data from the 2018 and 2024 district calculations of the INE.
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PVEM and MC are the only parties that won support in all states.

Campeche, Nuevo Leon and Jalisco are the entities with the highest

vote for

Federal Deputies

Proportion of vote for Deputies in
2024, ordered by MC
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Gains and losses of MC between
2018 and 2024
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PAN loses polls in 26 states; Aguascalientes is the new

stronghold

Federal Deputies

Proportion of votes for Deputies in
2024, ordered by PAN
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Gains and losses of PAN between
2018 and 2024
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. Compared to 2018, PRI loses polls in 31 entities, with the
exception of Coahuila

Federal Deputies

Proportion of votes for Deputies in
2024, ordered by PRI
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. Evolution of voting at the state level, 2006-2024 :
L J
Presidency
2006 2012 ) -
Felipe Caldern W corioverenaniets
(PAN)
. . Andrés Manuel Lépez Obrador
L Andrés Manuel Lépez T
Obrador (PRD-PT-MC) (PRD-PT-MC)
. Josefina Vazquez Mota
(PAN)
. Andrés Manuel Lépez Obrador . Claudia Sheinbaum
(Morena-PT-PES) Morena-PVEM-PT)
H Ricardo Anaya Cortés Bl Xochitl Galvez
(PAN-PRD-MC) (PAN-PRD-PRI)
2006 . PAN 2012
PRD-PT—Convergencia PRD-PT-MC
‘ B e
. PRI-PVEM . PRI-PVEM
. Morena-PT-ES
Il PAN-PRD-MC
. PRI-PVEM-PANAL . PAN-PRI-PRD
‘ m Mc [l MorenaPVEM-PT
14

Source: In-house analysis with data of district calculations for each year of the IFE/INE. j'integralia




. Evolution of voting at district level, 2018-2024

Federal Deputies

2018 Il Morena-Pes-PT 2021 B Morena

Il PAN-PRD-MC

I PRI-PVEM-PANAL

2024

[l Morena

Source: In-house analysis with data from the 2018, 2021 and 2024 district calculations of the INE.

. Consolidation of the hegemony of Morena, 2024

Voting in each federal district

Percentage of voting in
favor of Morena

55.6%-75.3%
49.3%-55.6%
41.8%-49.3%
22.5%-41.8%

Source: In-house analysis with data from the district calculations of the INE. j'integralia




B PVEM vote, 2024

Voting in each federal district

Percentage of votingin
favor of PVEM

11.7%-39.8%
9.6%-11.7%

7.8%-9.6%

4.3%-7.8%

Source: In-house analysis with data from the district calculations of the INE.

B PTvote, 2024

Voting in each federal district

Percentage of voting in
favor of PT

10.9%-21.7%
8.7%-10.9%
7.2%-8.7%
4.2%-7.2%

Source: In-house analysis with data from the district calculations of the INE.
16



B PAN vote, 2024

Voting in each federal district

Percentage of voting
in favor of PAN
22.3%-53.2%

12.1%-22.3%
7.5%-12.1%
1.5%-7.5%

Source: In-house analysis with data from the district calculations of the INE.

B PRivote, 2024

Federal Deputies

Voting in each federal district

Percentage of voting
in favor of PRI

11.2%-33.2%

8.4%-11.2%
5.8%-8.4%
2.4%-5.8%

Source: In-house analysis with data from the district calculations of the INE. 17



B PRD vote, 2024

Voting in each federal district

Percentage of voting
in favor of PRD

2.1%-11.8%

1.5%-2.1%
1.2%-1.5%
0.6%-1.2%

4
Source: In-house analysis with data from the district calculations of the INE.

B Mcvote, 2024

Federal Deputies

Voting in each federal district

Percentage of voting
in favor of MC

12.1%-25.7%

9.8%-12.1%
7.9%-9.8%
2.8%-7.9%

Source: In-house analysis with data from the district calculations of the INE.
18
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. Voting behavior and educational level: Between 2018 and
2024 Morena received similar proportions of votes in all

educational levels; in the case of PAN, the opposite was
observed

Morena - % of electoral sections won, by education level PVEM - % of electoral sections won, by education level

B Below the national average ® Above the national average B En todo el pais = Below the national average
Above the national average
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PAN - % of electoral sections won, by education level
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19

Source: In-house analysis with information on district counts of the INE, 2018, 2021, and 2024, and the General Population Census, 2020.

*Measured as the average number of completed academic years of the inhabitants in each electoral section, as measured by INEGI in the 2020 : integ ralia
General Population Census. e




Turnout is very high in sections with low educational level and
high educational level

Federal Deputies

A high turnout rate in sections with a low educational level reflects clientelistic mechanisms for electoral
mobilization or coercion. Each point is an electoral section.

Turnout rate and educational level

Participation rate by level of education for the whole country
2021 2024

i
i

o

3

Participation
increases by
clientelistic

mobilization

2
© Fas
apo®

Participation
increases with
education

0 5 10 15

Average number of school grades
Source: District counts of the INE, 2024 and General Population Census, 2020.
* Measured as the average number of completed academic years of the inhabitants in each electoral section, as measured by INEGI in the 2020 General Population
Census.

Morena scored victories in more sections in 2024 than in 2021 Ele ke M=o R =R g le VA = 1X=R12

a significant number of them. PT and PVEM also won with their clientelistic mobilization mechanisms.

Turnout rate by educational level in sections won by each party
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Source: In-house analysis with information on district counts of the INE, 2018, 2021, and 2024 and the General Population Census, 2020.
* Measured as the average number of completed academic years of the inhabitants in each electoral section, as measured by INEGI in the 2020
General Population Census.
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PAN and PRI consolidated their electorates into sections with .-
higher education but reduced their victories in sections with

lower education

Federal Deputies

PRD saw its victories dry out during the six-year period, while -consolidated its presence in all levels of
education.

Turnout rate by educational level: Sections won by each party
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Morena’s swelling support boosted PT and PVEM in the s
Chamber of Deputies .

Federal Deputies

Total Proportion

Districts in which there was a 260/300 87%

MORENA-PVEM-PT coalition

Districts in which the coalition
won

219/260 84%

Districts in which the signaled

o)
postulated Morena candidate 124/219 7%

Districts in which the coalition
lists nominated a candidate from
Morena and the winning party
was Morena

122/124 98%

Districts in which the coalition
lists nominated a candidate of 57/219 26%
PVEM

Districts in which the coalition
lists nominated a candidate of
PVEM and the winning party was
PVEM

3/57 5%

Districts in which the coalition

[o)
lists nominated PT candidate 38/219 17%

Districts in which the coalition
lists nominated PT candidate and 0/38 0%
the winning party was PT
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Source: In-house analysis with information from the coalition agreement and the district counting of the INE. : 'integ ralia



. Sheinbaum received almost five more points than Morena in ::
Congress; Xochitl Galvez received less
Cross-voting is the difference in the proportions of vote received by each candidate between
presidential elections, deputies and senatorial seats.
Cross-voting: National percentages of vote per party nationwide
Sigamos Haciendo Historia coalition
50.0% 4Sise m Presidencia
m Diputados
40.8% 40.8%
Senadores
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0% 7.8% 84% 6.5%
C B =
MORENA PVEM PT
% de votos
Fuerza y Corazoén por México coalition
20.0% m Presidencia
m Diputados
16.9%
Senadores
15.0%
11.1%
10.0%
5.0%
1.9%
0.0% .
PAN PRD mc
% de votos
Source: In-house analysis with data from the 2024 district calculations of the INE. 23



. Sheinbaum performed better than Morena’s candidacies to
the Chamber of Deputies in all states; Xochitl performed
worse. Alvarez Maynez lost in the stronghold states of MC:
Jalisco, Campeche, and NL
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Source: In-house analysis with data from the 2024 district calculations of the INE.
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. Sheinbaum also performed better when compared to the vote
for governorships

Cross-vote, results to the presidency vs. governorship, by parties

CHIAPAS CHIAPAS
50.00% W Presidency 10.00% 9.42% B Presidency
42.20% - . .
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Morena PT PVEM PAN PRI PRD mc
% of votes % of votes
MEXICO CITY
MEXICO CITY
30.00% 28.20% B Presidency
50.00% B Presidency
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40.00%
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Morena PT PVEM
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Source: In-house analysis with data from the 2024 district calculations of each state.
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. Sheinbaum also performed better when compared to the vote
for governorships

Cross-vote, results to the presidency vs. governorship, by parties

JALISCO JALISCO
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W Governorship

39.60% W Governorship
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**Source: PREP **Source: PREP

Source: In-house analysis with data from the district 2024 calculations for Jalisco and Morelos and
the state PREP for Puebla.
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. Sheinbaum also performed better when compared to the vote

for governorships

Cross-vote, results to the presidency vs. governorship, by parties

TABASCO**
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.38, i
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Source: In-house analysis with data from the district 2024 calculations for Veracruz and
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the state PREP for Tabasco and Yucatan.
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. Distribution of political power

Margin of victory, percentage

State Winner ctory
it v
[
Jalisco Pablo Le(rp/lug)Navarro o
Morelos M
A
i v
e
Mo ey

Source: In-house analysis with data of the district calculations of each entity.

. Balance of the governorships, 2024

Coalition Number of % of the population Percentage share of
states governed governed, 2024 GDP, post election
Morena-PT-PVEM 24 77.2% 67.1%
PAN-PRI-PRD 6 15.5% 17.4%
MC 2 7.3% 15.5%

Source: In-house analysis with data of the district calculations of each entity, total population by federal
entity, 2020 of INEGI and percentage structure of each entity, 2022 of INEGI.
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. Distribution of political power: Morena and allies achieved a
qualified majority in the Chamber of Deputies and came very
very close to one in the Senate

Chamber of Deputies

I S T T
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38 12 50
m 32 36 68
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1 0 1
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“ 1 0 0 1(0.2%)
I N T

Source: Integralia estimation based on district calculations 2024 of the INE.

Senate of the Republic

I I T R
83
11 3 14 (64 8%)
40
“ 13 4 16 (31.3%)
2 0 2
5
: 3 5

Source: Integralia estimation based on district calculations 2024 of the INE. 29
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. Distribution of political power

Divided and/or juxtaposed governments: states in which the executive branch party is
different from the one that governs the capital and/or the one that holds the majority in
the local Congress.

Governorship Party Capital City Majority in Local Congress
Campeche Morena/PVEM/PT Morena/PVEM/PT
SO | emero [ e

Colima
Jalsco
Michoacén
OEN  Morena/PVEMPT | PAN |  Morena
| mc | | PAN/PRVPRD |

Nuevo Le6n MC PAN/PRI/PRD
Querétaro
San Luis Potosi
S
Yucatan

Unified governments: states in which the executive power party is the same that
governs the capital and has the majority in the local Congress.

Mexico City
SN ooorvever | Mo | Morenavewer |
Chihuahuz PAN
Guanaiuato PN
N ocrvePT | Moens | Morenapvemer
Quintana Roo
Pucbi
EMN VoMt | Moens | Moena
N Voo PVEWPT | Mo | Mo |
Tamaulips
N Voo rveMeT | Moo | Moew

*In 202;1 there was no election of municipalities in Durango and Veracruz but the current governments are included in the list to show the total 30

accounting.

Source: In-house analysis with data from the 2024 district calculations of each entity. :'integralia
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